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As for the remaining respondents, the Commission accepted th is Office’s initial 

recommendation that the Commission take no action at that time against respondent 

David Boies because of the absence of evidence to indicate that he was the actual 

contributor.’ First General Counsel’s Report, p. 9. As this Office indicated in a previous 

Report, after reviewing Habie’s financial records for the relevant period, there is no 

7 The entirety of the information implicating Boies in the reimbursement scheme is that portion of 
the complaint in which complainant states as follows: 

Ms. Habie told me that David Boies made tens of thousands of dollars of such 
[reimbursed] contributions to different congressmen annually and that she helped him in 
doing so by enlisting the aid of her relatives, friends, and business associates, as she was 
doing with me. She said that Senator Kennedy also received such donatioiis from Mr. 
Boies. 

I n  addition to denying that he reimbursed any of the straw donors, Boies submitted a11 affidavit from Mabie 
in wliicli she indicated that she was the actual contributor in  the reimbursement scheme. 


